Coinpicit' ami sontJ this form, tojjelhtir wild app!icalik A'cis*. UvrMaU Mail Stop ISMJ?; I lit!; 

C^iHiimissioTiL'F i*))- Palcni-v 
I*-(>. Box I450 

A JexatKim, Vir}»toi£i 22313-1450 
or Fax (57J )-273-28S5 



l.LJ 



I'eey) Traasmitt<fl. 
p-jpirr ititti iiJuH 



NXP. K.V. 

NX^* INH I i t ( rnALPROPLRTY DIIPARfMENT 



< lit litjR ot M,ii!i!i!> or i ifijt^fMMirjfi 
th.-E lini Isefii U^.s'-'nuu! is IviH" Jef f<?(te<t with ihe i 
(xixWijV (or (ifi! i.!js\ m>u! in <in 



iraninuiieili to iho USPTO fSvi ) 273- 2!(8- 



nU'J MCKAY DK1\I 
S\N JOS] .CAySi^il 











] 1)1 i 1 •«:.\ Pill) ^'^^r ' E { 1 



\iiii)l)cr K s-e<i[i]irc<l: 



hslcd, fl» name wrtl be pr tntciJ, 



i; ksse. theck. the .;ippR>pii5(!p svsiiigEieu 



■(B:)^RKSfDENCB; (CITY wti STATE OR GOll'NlKYl 

EINDHOVEN, NETHERLANDS 

j'wH) (Kiibe piriiitcd oH 'iho:p;tte.m).; Cl individual :0?sSp««!4sm«f otfec pdviU:* 



. Dinefloris Kectfbv aumiHTird to t-Wgtf tilt isqiuretf tefi(si..j 



t hingt m i ntitv Status (Ji-oitn >v1kus »<(!k it 



Gl b. ApphtJuit IS no longer claai 




K:*!f -ageM^/or tte assign^*; 



Atithon^eii MKajitBii- 



/f7* i-i h CculioC 



,>r mK-imaUon uvimnai hv J n-K J .jH, "Jlif inf>jtiiuuon is ifouifcd f<i iibtain or main a Ix-Bv-ni bv ttit- ™hin ^^!lu h is ^> til: 
..nlulciilkiliK r si'^^-ii.-d h\ in"S( n^diid lyCfR 1 i.) sks eollcrti.w is C'^^malLd Lit-- 12 mimiiL . U, L.mpt.-tt,- .nt 

bUL's;.-':.Uo:is. iiH- K-ifeK.-m ihiv biHdsn. ^h^luld lu- -.eiit is ifw Chirf JntormalioM (Iftinff r.S. R.tL-fit am! -fLidemjik > '!tj.<;, V \ 
lit Jf ini 2 J M t-^i DO NOt SI ,[) t { I ^ t>'i f OM!" f fl '> iOl? '.IS TO i fliS \i) W\ M \U lO (. i nimj 



COMMENTS ON STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 



MAIL STOP ISSUE FEE 

c/o Teclmology Center 2600 
Coramissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, V A 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

The Examiner's statement for allowance could be construed to imply that the claimed 
invention was allowed because the references of record did not disclose certain aspects of the 
invention related to management of packet-type data communication. The characterized aspects, 
however, if indeed found in the prior art, would not render the claimed invention invalid under 
§ 1 02 because the ciciimed invention includes a number of other limhations. With respect to 
§ i 03, the rigors of establishing a prima facie case of obviousness include not only showing that 
the prior art teaches the entire claimed invention (all limitations are to be considered), but also 
that combining the various prior art relerences is suggested in the art or that there would be 
motivation to make the combination. The Reasons provided do not appear to be necessarily 
inconsistent herewitli. 

Unless Applicant hears otherwise. Applicant's comments herem are, as intended, 

elariiydng in a manner consistent with the law. 

Respectfully submitted, 

David A, Cordeiro 
Regi No.: 48,134 
NXP Semiconductor 
1109 McKay Drive 
San Jose, CA 95131 
(408) 474^9057 
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